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RE: PRICE RIVER DISTIiIBLITION

Hemorandum for Office Study Only, by f,. c. I{0NS01,I

0n February 17 the Price River li{ater Users annua} meeting was
held, and anong the items discussed" was the method. heretofore useil in
computlng the assessments.

In the past the water users have been assessed. on the 5-year
average acre feet of water used on the natural flow of the stream,
and the Price River Conservation District has been assessed. for the
storage water delivered to the various users. fn order for the Con-
servation District to collect this money the users have been taxed
by the Vfater Conservatlon District. During the past year no tax
was collected for thls purpose, it having been deciiled by the water
users and the district that the water users would be assessed, d.irectly
for the total amount of water used. from all sources during the 1rr1-
gation season. For this reason the L947 assessment was not paid by
ihe Water Conservation District. At the meeting it was decided'
that the district would. pay the d.elinquent assessment of $512.00-for
IgU7, and. that the Alstrlcl would. not be assessed. or pay in the future.

The water users agreed. that they woulcl prefer to be assessed
on the total water usedr-both frqn natural and storage sourcese t-his
assessment to be made Ujr tfre State hgineer. The natural flovr of the
storaEe water d.elivered- is listed in the water comrnissioner$t annual
reporis separately, and entails simply gettlng !h9 n9w five-year
av6rage toi ttre siie water users, &D average which_r^riIl shov,' the total
r,irater used rather than f rom the naturat source. Inasmuch as the sal}1e

users would be assessed for the total flow as have been assessed in
the past on the natural flow, the water_users could not see any reason
wny tnis eould not be d,one. It was explained to them that assessments
have been made in the past on the basis of natural flow for the users
and that the distrlct vras assessed on the storage water for the reason
that the storage water belonged to the distriet. Ilor"iever, thg distrlct
has now deciaeii, and in agre6ment r'vith the water users present at^the
meeting, that they prefer to have assessments made on the basis of total
water useii. This vrill not entail any i'rore work on the "art of the
office, except for the p""""rrt year,"when new averages must be eoraputed

frop the water commissioners' reports'
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